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Social Questions 
Bulletin 


The Methodist Federation for Social Action, an unofficial membership 
organization, seeks to deepen within the Church, the sense of social obli- 
gation and opportunity to study, from the Christian point of view, social 
problems and their solutions and to promote social action in the spirit 
of Jesus. The Federation stands for the complete abolition of war. 
The Federation rejects the method of the struggle for profit as the 
economic base for society and seeks to replace it with social-economic 
planning to develop a society without class or group discriminations 
and privileges. In seeking these objectives the Federation does not com- 
mit its members to any specific program, but remains an inspirational 
and educational agency, proposing social changes by democratic decision, 
not by violence. 
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The Battle Over McCarthyism: An Evaluation 


FED. MURROW vs. JOE McCARTHY 


Hats off to Edward R. Murrow for another great contribution 
tto civil liberties and to the American democratic traditions 
tthrough his devastating, documented analysis of the senator from 
‘Wisconsin. This was Murrow’s “See It Now” CBS TV program 
cof March 9, which relied for its main documentation on “Mr. 
1McCarthy’s own words, gestures and mannerisms as recorded on 
{film and sound tape.”—(N. Y. Times, 3-11-54.) 


Mr. Murrow offered Mr. McCarthy “equal time to address 
lhimself to the points raised on the program,” an offer the 
<Senator somewhat belatedly accepted. When the Senator described 
Ihis witness, General Zwicker, as unfit to wear the uniform, he 
ireceived much press criticism, but he dismissed it in his usual 
ireflex name-calling way: “left-wing.” Papers thus labelled and 
(dismissed included, along with many others against McCarthy 
con the Zwicker issue, such organs of the far right as the Chicago 
‘Tribune and the N. Y. Daily News. Mr. Murrow dealt factually 
iif vigorously with numerous points including the Senator’s “left- 
‘wing press’ charge. After the program’s telling documentation, 
1Mr. Murrow summed up its meaning in his own poignant words: 

“No one familiar with the history of this country can deny that Con- 
gressional committees are useful. It is necessary to investigate before leg- 
islating, but the line between investigating and persecuting is a very 
fine one, and the junior Senator from Wisconsin has stepped over it 
repeatedly. 


“His primary achievement has been in confusing the public mind 
as between internal and external threats of communism, s 

“We must not confuse dissent with disloyalty. We must remember 
always that accusation is not proof and that conviction depends upon 
evidence and due process of law. We will not walk in fear one of 
another. We will not be driven by fear into an age of unreason if we 
dig deep in our history and our doctrine, and remember that we are 
not descended from fearful men, not from men who feared to write, 
to speak, to associate and to defend causes that were for the moment 
unpopular. == 

“This is no time for men who oppose Senator McCarthy’s methods 
to keep silent, nor for those who approve. We can deny our heritage 
and our history but we cannot escape responsibility for the result. 

“The actions of the junior Senator from Wisconsin have caused alarm 
and dismay amongst our allies abroad and given considerable comfort 
to our enemies, and whose fault is that? Not really his, he didn’t create 
the situation of fear, he merely exploited it, and rather successfully. 
Cassius was right. ‘The fault, dear Brutus, is not in our stars, but in 


79? 


ourselves’. = 


|HOW THE PEOPLE REACT s 


The N. Y. Times of March 11 had an article: “REACTION 
‘POURS IN ON MURROW SHOW-C.B.S. Says Responses Are 
15 to 1 in Favor of Critical Report on McCarthy.” There were 


‘McCarthy to only 781 against it. And what was true of CBS 
‘nationally was also true of individual TV stations across the 
reaniry (Washington, Philadelphia, San Francisco, Chicago, 
‘Houston-Galveston, etc.). WCAN-TV, Milwaukee, in McCarthy’s 
home state, “Received upward of 400 telephone calls, every one 
of them complimentary to program.” 

If this indicates that the people are ready for such factual 
‘analysis and vigorous criticism of McCarthy, they are getting 
‘considerably less from the leaders of his party in Washington. 
/President Eisenhower on March 8 gave a large news conference: 


“A moderately critical statement_about the ‘disregard for standards of 
| fair play’ in some instances by Congressional committees, ~ 
“He said his Administration would not tolerate personal humiliation 
_ of any officer or Executive Department employee testifying before Con- 
gressional committees or elsewhere. : Gp Rees Paar 


11,567 persons already tabulated for Mr. Murrow’s criticism of - } 


“Senator McCarthy replied with a statement in sharper tone within 
the hour. He declared that ‘If a stupid, arrogant or witless man in a 
position of power appears before our committee and is found aiding 
the Communist party, he will be exposed’.”—(N. Y. Times) 


McCarthy obviously meant these sharp words to apply once 
again to General Zwicker, for whose earlier abuse by Senator 
McCarthy the President had implied mild rebuke and whom the 
President had just named for special praise along with others in 
the armed services. Lest there be any doubt that McCarthy was 
referring again to General Zwicker as “aiding the Communist 
party,” he added to the sharp words above: 


“The fact that he might be a general places him in no special class 
so far as I am concerned. 


“Apparently the President and I .. . disagree only on how we 
should handle those who protect Communists.” 


WHY McCARTHY WINS 


Reference to the full text of the President's March 3 state- 
ment and of the immediate and sharp McCarthy reply (N. Y. 
Times, March 4) reveals that the President began his most mild 
and generality-filled statement not with criticism of McCarthy, 
but rather (in full and supporting agreement with McCarthy) of: 


“1, The Department of the Defense (for) serious errors in handling 
the Peress case . 


“9. The Army is correcting its procedures to avoid such mistakes in 
the future.” 


Again in his more “general . . . observations,” the President 
began with a statement calculated not to rebuke, but to under- 
gird McCarthy and give him a basis for his witch hunt, and 
even for his rough methods and lack of manners: 


“1. We must be unceasingly vigilant in every phase of governmental 
activity to make certain that there is no subversive penetration.” 


But accept the idea that there are witches, that they are our 
real, urgently pressing and major menace, and that they should 
be hunted (i.e., suppressed, destroyed) and it then becomes 
quite silly and futile to quibble over what the President called 
“methods that conform to the American sense of justice and 
fair play.” When those earlier Americans of Salem met folk 
they thought to be witches, did they resort to “fair play?” Of 


course not! 


WITCH HUNTS AND “FAIR METHODS” DON’T MIX 


We ordinary mortals cannot deal with superhuman, magic- 
invested witches in ordinary ways. We cannot defeat them ration- 


ally through competition in the open market place of ideas. We 


must never associate with them or hear their speeches or read 
their books or consider their arguments, or discuss reality with 
them. If we do that, it is inevitable that they will convert (be- 


_ witch) us, not we them; for they have magic powers we lack. 


Of course; we cannot apply the love enjoined by Jesus to them! 
Our attitude toward them must rather be that of fear, hate, 


~ intolerance. 


Our behavior in the current witch hunt (and especially under 
the Smith & McCarran Acts) follows: suppression, imprisonment, 


‘ deportation, starvation, persecution, destruction of persons for 
_ their real or alleged “communist” ideas or philosophy—utterly 


\ 


stot exon 


. he been convicted for any overt act or behavior as an Army 


:- 
2. 


ignoring their actual “fruits” or deeds or overt behavior, 
Take the Peress case—a dentist and officer in the army. Has 


dentist out of harmony with his office? He has not even been 
accused of any such act, but cited rather for ideas he is said to 
have. Yet the President’s statement agrees with the McCarthy 
thesis that in this conscripted dentist we have a clear case of 
“subversive penetration!” 

As for the “American sense of justice and fair play,” it is 
the position held by Thomas Jefferson and our Founding Fathers, 
and inscribed by them in our Constitution and its First Amend- 
ment—that there must be free speech, free press, free exercise 
of religion, for all and with no exceptions in the case of 
“witches.” 

In short, one cannot defend the original and democratic 
“American sense” by mild dispute over methods to be used in 
the witch hunt; the witch hunt, by its very nature, denies and 
betrays and increasingly destroys the very heart and meaning of 
American democracy. Those who accept the McCarthy thesis 
and battleground have already lost the essential battle to Mc- 
Carthy and for democracy. (Why then be surprised when the 
Army Secretary and other leaders end up not by effective resis- 
tance to the undemocratic McCarthy philosophy, but by com- 
promise and capitulation?) Those who accept the basic McCarthy 
thesis meet the body of so-called “communist” ideas not with 
methods of objective analysis, discussion, persuasion, refutation; 
but with the irrational and thoroughly undemocratic methods of 
suppression, which carry with them the naturally and inevitably 
“unfair” persecution of those alleged to hold those ideas. 


CAPITULATION TO McCARTHY 


If the President lost to the Senator in the recent “battle” 
over the Zwicker-Peress case, it is because the President fought on 
the wrong ground and over the wrong issue. The battle was al- 
ready lost when the President adopted the fallacious McCarthy 
thesis that the greatest danger to America is the “subversive 
penetration” of a body of ideas and that the way to deal with 
those ideas is to suppress them by suppressing or persecuting 
those alleged to hold them. 


As James Reston put it in the NY Times (3/4/54): 


“President Eisenhower had conceded everything to the Senator on 
the Peress case, except the Senator’s right to bully witnesses; but the 


Senator still talked as if the Army were trying to protect Communists. ~ 


“Despite all indications from the White House that the President 
was going ‘to put things straight’ this moming. Washington was not 
surprised when he appeared once more as the genial conciliator. 

“This was supposed to be the day when the President was going to 
tame the rebel, but it ended up as before, with the President trying 
to avoid an open fight with the Senator (whom he didn’t even mention 
by name in his long, generalized statement) and the Senator insisting on 
an open fight with: the President. 

“The main result of all this, to date, has been the outspoken dis- 
illusion of the Republican liberals who led the fight for General Eisen- 
hower’s nomination and argued during the campaign that his election 
would result in the decline of Senator McCarthy. 

_. “Papers such as The Washington Post, which supported the Pres- 
ident during the campaign, are more openly critical of him today 
than at any time since his return from Paris.” 


And at least one prominent churchman spoke out sharply, -as 
reported in the San Francisco Chronicle of March 1: “EPISCO- 
PAL BISHOP ASSAILS IKE FOR ‘CAPITULATION ”: 


“Preaching at Holy Innocents Church (New York Episcopal), Bishop 
Donegan said the ‘unwillingness’ of the Administration to protect Army 
integrity against the ‘Un-American’ investigation methods of McCarthy” 
is a_ significant turning point in the history of our country. The order 
to General Zwicker to testify without any assured promise that recog- 
nized American methods will be used in the future, is a throwback to 
oe oy Chamber, from which we believed God had led us in this 
ree land. 


And if the President put up little fight against McCarthy, 
this is even more true of Congressional leaders: 


“No Republican leader in the Senate offered unqualified backing to 
the President. Despite the President’s statement that fair investigative 
rocedures were primarily the responsibility of the Congressional Repub- 
licans, the Republican Senate leaders made it plain that they would 
insist on no_ procedural change that was not wholly satisfactory to the 
committee chairmen concerned. These chairmen included Senator Mc- 
Carthy.”—(NY Times, 3/4/54), 


The Senate had already voted a larger-than-ever appropriation 
to the McCarthy Committee (congratulations to Senator Ful- 
bright who alone had courage and principle enough to vote 
against it). And the House has voted an even larger new appro- 
priation for the Velde Committee, (with only Mr. Wier’s cour- 
ageous dissent). One could also note the appointment by the 
President and confirmation by Congress of McCarthy’s close 
friend and backer to the Federal Communications Commission. 

This then is the not unnatural outcome of the “fight” with 
McCarthy over “methods” and “fair play” by those who accept 
the thesis and purpose of his witch hunt. 
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CHRISTIANS AND THE WITCH HUNT 

For Christians to accept the thesis of the current witch hunt 
and so confine their criticism of McCarthy to “methods” and 
manners used in suppressing feared and hated “witches,” is for 
them to confess clear lack of faith in the power and truth and 
winsomeness of their own Christian convictions and ideas and 
also to betray the faith of America’s founding fathers in the F irst 
Amendment and in the free marketplace for all ideas so essential 
to real democracy. When Jesus sent his disciples out, he sent 
them out with authority over all “devils,” authority to cast them 
out not by violence, but by faith, love, teaching, persuasion.— 
(Mark 6:7, Mt 10:1, Lk 9:1). Thus if we accept the thesis of 
today’s witch hunt, we simply confess that in the original and 
potent and ~earth-changing and life-transforming sense, we are 
no longer disciples of Jesus. For us, if we thus lack power and 
genuine faith and love from Jesus, this Easter Season will bring 
not resurrection and not the Holy Ghost, but simply more form 
and more ritual, signifying nothing. 

The brilliant.-conservative, Walter Lippmann, described Mc- 
Carthy as “a candidate for the dictatorship of the Republican 
Party. . 


“Tf any Republican still thinks that McCarthy’s primary target is 
Communism and not the capture of the Republican Party, he will live 
and learn differently. . . 

“His power will cease to grow and will diminish as and when, he is 
resisted, and it has been shown to our people that those to whom we 
look for leadership and to preserve our institutions are not afraid of him.” 


And if we obviously are not yet getting such leadership or pres- 
ervation of our institutions from our officials, what are we as 
Christians and citizens doing to save our democratic institutions 
and traditions? Please send us MFSA, Box 327, Gresham, Ore- 
gon) an account of your actions or a copy of your sermon or 
your letter to your paper, your President, Congressman, Senators. 
—jJ.R. M. 


BEHIND THE HEADLINES 


This is Negro history week. Has your daily paper, your relig- 
ious paper, your preacher, told you of its significance? 

The leaders of this section of our people are using the anni- 
versary to remind them of something the rest of us need to con- 
sider—their contribution to the development of this nation, in 
every aspect of its life. Part of it is expressed in the words of 
their poet, Langston Hughes: “Whose sweat and blood, whose 
faith and pain, whose hand at the foundry, whose plow in the 
rain...” That is in the foundation. In leadership for growth 
into the future this people, not long out of slavery, has, out of 
poverty and repression, put some of its children into the front 
rank. Douglas, statesman of emancipation; Carver, Agricultural 
scientist; DuBois, social historian, Robeson, actor and singing | 
voice of the oppressed everywhere; others in the arts, sciences 
and professions. What will this people do when education is 
fully open to them on equal terms? One of the great sins of this — 
nation is its failure to develop the capacities of all its people. — 
That sin is compounded when color line adds another barrier to — 
that of economic deprivation. ; 

One of the great gains of the year just ended is the lessening 
of segregation in professional training in Southem states, largely — 
due to the educational work of the Southern Conference for — 
Human Welfare. A similar progress was achieved in the Army, 
especially in the Air Force, due to the necessity of mixing col- 
ored reserves with white units at the front in Korea, in emer- 
gencies. Another gain in several parts of the nation is Negro — 
participation in municipal administration, including the police 
force and the bench. In some cities the one place of public — 
assembly where the races do not express themselves together is 
the houses of worship of the God whom the pulpits proclaim as 
the Father of all children of men. “This people draw nigh unto 
me, and do honor me with their lips, but they have removed their 
heart far from me.” 

Another point of attention in Negro history week which the 
test of us will do well to consider, is the history the Negro 
people are now making, and will make, in Africa. All down the 
dark continent” of our, childhood, in which Livingston was lost, — 
the dawn of emancipation is breaking.- North, center, and south 
there are movements towtid political independence and equal 
rights... Wherever the black man is held in peonage by the white — 

(Continued on Page 11) a 


A PETITION TO A SENATE COMMITTEE 


__ Dear Senator Langer: We address this petition to you as 
hhairman of the Judiciary Committee of the United States Senate 
und request that you refer it for investigation and report to the 
Sub-Committee on Civil Rights, of which the Honorable Robert C. 
Hendrickson is chairman and which is entrusted with investigating 
mfringements on civil liberties and the Bill of Rights. oe 

We wish to call to your attention, and ask you to call the at- 
eention of the Sub-Committee on Civil Rights, to the use being 
made of the testimony by informers and the tharacter of the 
wersons whose testimony is being used to besmirch the reputations 
bf Amercan citizens, many of them Protestant clergymen and 
¢ewish Rabbis, some of whom are no longer living”and able to de- 
cend themselves. 4 
_ We would make a distinction between infonhers and investi- 
ators employed by government agencies. The investigator obtains 
— for the agency he serves but does not function as a 
public accuser. If the investigator uncovers evidence of criminal 
ectivity against a citizen, the citizen may be indicted and tried 
ny due process of law. The informer is a public accuser. When 

unctioning under government protection or privilege the informer 
eecuses with immunity. Up to now, informers who have been 
profuse in accusations against fellow citizens, have not been cited 
or or charged with perjury in a court of law. Yet we have strong 
eason to believe that some informers who have traduced large 
mimber of citizens have not spoken the truth. Sworm admissions 
»y some of them, conflicting statements at different times, and 
he testimony of ministers of the Christian church and others as 
o the untruthfulness of various of these professional witnesses 
hould be the subject matter of investigation by the Sub-Commit- 
e of Civil Rights. é é ; 

We submit that any investigatory process, whereby citizens 
tre subjected to attacks against which they have no opportunity 
or rebuttal, so that guilt is implied upon the ground of baseless 
secusation or mere association, is contrary to the citizen’s con- 

titutional rights of due process. Such a procedure, moreover, lays 
roo heavy a burden upon the aggrieved citizen, who, in order to 
Hear his name, must oppose the government which sponsors the 
eames: It thus violates every American concept of faimess and 
he equality of all citizens before the law. 

It is our considered judgment that the character of some of the 
weople whose testimony is being used in political trials and before 
congressional committees would be a fruitful subject for investiga- 
ion. 

__ Another pertinent subject for investigation would be the cost 
bf overlapping investigations. Different congressional committees 
equently follow the same trails, and the fact that a citizen 
was been subjected to attack under most trying conditions of 
publicity by one committee by no means assures that he will not 
we subjected to the same experience before another. It concerns 
as that in a time of promised national retrenchment large sums of 
money should be spent in duplicate efforts to achieve what often 
}ppears to be propaganda and publicity rather than searching 
1 information not already in the possession of the committees. 

A distressing feature of many of these congressional commit- 
see investigations has been the release to press and public of un- 
verified information and gossip from supposedly secret files. 
such public releases, even though the committee giving them out 
lisclaims having verifed their truth, are inevitably accepted as 
saving had committee scrutiny, verification and approval. 

We hope, therefore, that hearings will be held by the Sub- 
Sommittee on Civil Rights to investigate and report on the above 
natter, which, in our considered judgment, represents one of the 
zreatest dangers to freedom of speech, press and religion which 
zas ever confronted our country. Such an investigation should 
rove helpful in connection with various bills now pending which 
re designed to correct and improve the procedures of investigat- 
committees. 


sia 
Respectfully submitted, 


BISHOP HORACE W. B. DONEGAN, D.D., Protestant Episcopal. 
BISHOP JOHN WESLEY LORD, S.T.D., Methodist. |. 


2 
_ BISHOP CHARLES K. GILBERT, D.D., Protestant Episcopak 


| JAMES A. PIKE, D. D., 
i of the Cathedral of St. John the Divine (Protestant 
} , New : souls 


\. 


‘ 
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DANA McLEAN GREELEY, S. T. D., 
Pastor Arlington Street Church, (Unitarian), Boston. 


RALPH W. SOCKMAN, D. D., 
Minister, Christ Church (Methodist), New York. 
BISHOP NORMAN B. NASH, D.D., Protestant Episcopal. 


PHILLIPS PACKER ELLIOTT, D. D., 
Minister, First Presbyterian Church, Brooklyn. 


FITZ H. ALLEYNE, D. D., 
United Pentecostal Church, Brooklyn. 
ABBA HILLEL SILVER, D.D., 
Rabbi of The Temple, Cleveland. 
JOHN HOWLAND LATHROP, D. D., 
Minister, First Unitarian Church, Brooklyn. 


DAVID J. SELIGSON, 
President, New York Board of Rabbis, Rabbi of Central Syn- 


agogue, New York. 

DONALD B. CLOWARD, D. D., 
Executive Secretary Council on Christian Social Action of 
American Baptist Convention, New York. 


JOHN W. BRADBURY, D. D., 
Editor, Watchman-Examiner (Baptist), New York. 


LEO JUNG, PH. D., 
Rabbi of The Jewish Center, New York. 


EDWIN T. DAHLBERG, D.D., ‘ 
Former President, Northern Baptist Convention; 
Delmar Baptist Church, St. Louis. 


ALBERT BUCKNER COE, D. D., 
President, Massachusetts Congregational Conference, Boston. 


BISHOP LEWIS O. HARTMAN, S. T. D., y ; 
Former President, Methodist Federation for Social Action; 
Professor of Theology, Boston University School of Theology. 


CLARENCE PICKETT, 
American Friends Service Committee. 


BEHIND THE HEADLINES—Continued from page 10 


man unions are organized and organizing . . . In the metal mines 
of Northern Rhodesia 40,000 Africans work for about 40 cents 
a day. They are supervised by about 6,000 whites who average 
about $10 a day, and have a contract guarantee that no African 
will be allowed to hold a skilled job. Now the African labor 
union has made a demand for job equality, with a time limit. “We 
have waited long enough.” 

Last September the British Parliament established a Federa- 
tion for Central Africa with white control on the South African 
pattern. An African chief had warned them in London: 


“If you wish to impose this Central African Federation on us you 
had better send out your machine guns and atom bombs now, that is 
the only way you will be able to unite us.” The Daily Mirror, biggest 
circulation in England, wrote that this white control Federation had 
been prepared for in Kenya by “‘a trigger happy white minority howling 
for yu blood.” In our press the whole independence movement 


Kiku: 
has been blanketed with stories of Mau Mau atrocities. 

Our press, and. most of the British, failed to report any of the 
closing words of Kenyatta, leader of the Kenya African Union 
when, with some of his fellow leaders, he was sentenced to five 
years in prison: 

“Qur activities have been against injustices to the African people and 
if you think that by asking for African rights we have turned Mau Mau, 
we are very sorry you have been misled. What we have done and shall 
continue to do is to demand rights for the African people as_ human 
beings, that they shall enjoy the same facilities as other people. We 
look forward to the day when peace shall come to this land. None of 
us would condone the mutilation of human beings. We are human and 
have families of our own, and none of us would condone such activit- 
ies as you think we are guilty of.” 


It is dangerous nonsense to ascribe this African independence 
movement to communist plotting. It is deadly dangerous to think 
the new financial imperialism can crush that upsurge because it 
possesses atomic weapons and the hydrogen bomb. Christian 
leaders there, African and white, are calling upon their fellow 
Christians abroad, particularly in the South African situation, to 
give full support to them “and the forces of freedom, justice and 
decency in their resistance to tyranny and despotism.” 

The history the Negroes of Africa are beginning to write is 
independent control of the resources of that continent for their 
own development and then the contribution of their full capaci- 
ties to the progress of the human race. Let the followers of Him 
who came to bring more abundant life to all peoples now judge 
truly between them and those who want control of the natural 
resources of Africa for other purposes.—H.F.W. 

P.S.—Badly Wanted. A Leaders Handbook of the Chicago 
1932 Social Action Conference. 


—— 


MESA EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETS = 
‘Look in the next Bulletin for report of the results of the all- 
day meeting, March 30, 150 5th Ave., N. Y. City. 


Minister, 


OREGON FEDERATION ACTIVE 


The active MFSA Chapter, in and near Portland, has some 
60 participating members, and hopes through its current mem- 
bership drive to build that to 100. In the last four months of 
1953, the chapter held seven public educational meetings with 
good attendance and creation of considerable interest through 

_the city and state. Currently the chapter is conducting a series 
of Sunday evening meetings in member homes. One featured 
discussion on the meaning of Christian social action, led by 
Rev. John Reed, and was followed by the writing of letters to 
Interior Secretary McKay, protesting the program of giving 
away our public power and public domain. One featured dis- 
cussion on the recent Presbyterian statement for religious free- 
dom (see detailed excerpts from that statement in the Novem- 
ber Bulletin, and from the similar more recent statement of 
the Methodist Council of Bishops in this Bulletin). Discussion 
on the Presbyterian statement was led by a Portland Presby- 
terian physician and local church social action chairman. It was 
followed by letter writing to congressmen seeking repeal of 
the Walter McCarran Law, and public hearings for the much 
better Lehman-Celler Bill. Other Portland chapter meetings 
feature discussions on MFSA history and program, and on the 
official Methodist Social Action program. 

We want to hear from other members about their MFSA activ- 
ities. Write us (Box 327, Gresham, Oregon) and tell us what 
your chapters are doing, or should be doing. 


OUR BISHOPS SPEAK TO THE CHURCH 


“It has been the conviction of The Methodist Church for 
years, never held more strongly than now, that the right to be 
free implies not only the freedom of the body, but also the 
freedom of the mind, and the freedom of the spirit. 

“In this time of fear and irresponsible accusation areas of 
freedom of speech and thought are being narrowed all over the 
world. In communist lands thought control uses the techniques 
of absolute consorship, spying of secret police, torture, impris- 
onment and death. 

“In our land, when we protest against such types of control, 
self-appointed guardians of the liberty we want for ourselves 
and all men may, by the calling of names, unfounded accusations 
and the assertions of guilt by association, destroy the priceless 
heritage they claim to defend. 

“In the United States today, there are people, some of them 
in our church, who are being made to believe false statements 
about their leaders until the human mind is filled with suspicion 
and the human spirit is shackled. In such an atmosphere sus- 
picion becomes a fear, fear becomes hatred, and hatred sets a 
man against his neighbor, friend and brother. 

“We resent unproved assertions that the Protestant ministry 
is honeycombed with disloyalty. We are unalterably opposed to 
communism, but we know that the alternative to communism is 
not an American brand of fascism. 

“Our time-honored and_ self-authenticated procedures for 
determining guilt and disloyalty can so easily be discarded in 
fanatical investigations, we must oppose those who in the name 
of Americanism employ the methods of repression, who speak 

with the voice of democracy but whose hands are the hands 
of tyranny.”—(Council of Bishops, Methodist Church). 
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_ waxes insulting, it may be the basis of retrial or appe 1 


‘together to “make a case” against 


“THE TYRANNY OF THE LEGISLATURE” 
: By W. W. REID 
One of the major aims of the framers of the American Con- 
stitution was to make the executive, the legislative, and the judi- 
cial branches of the government independent of one another, and 
each a check against usurpation of power by another. They had 
had recent dealings with a headstrong monarch. They had mem- 
ories of a Parliament that had been unable to cope with “he 
king’s tyranny. a 
“The federal judiciary was the most remarkable and original 
of all the creations of that wonderful (Constitutional) Conven- 
tion,” wrote the noted philosopher-historian, John Fiske, in his 
“The Critical Period of American History.” “It was charged 
with the duty of interpreting, in accordance with the general 
principles of common law, the F ederal Constitution itself. This 
is the most noble as it is the most distinctive feature in the gov- 
ernment of the United States... . Thus, at length, was realized 
the sublime conception of a nation in which every citizen lives 
under two complete and well-rounded systems of laws—the state 
law and the federal law—each with its legislature, its executive 
and its judiciary moving one within the other, noiselessly and 
without friction. It was one of the longest reaches of constructive 
statesmanship ever known in the world.” 4 
In the same volume, John Fiske notes: “There is one aspect 
in which daily experience is teaching Americans to set a high 
value upon the independence of the executive. That independ- 
ence, I repeat, is needed as a check upon the irresponsible tyranny 
of the legislature.” 3 
The Convention was acting in 1787. Fiske was writing in 
1887. One wonders what the Founding Fathers or John Fiske 
would say in the light of events of 1954! "3 
What would they say to see the legislature’s “powers of in- 
vestigation” so extended and distorted as to give a committee 
wide latitude as complainant, judge, and jury; power to wreck 
character; power from which there is no appeal? Or when suck 
a committee assumes authority to conduct its proceedings in 
violation of principles of equity and fairness inherited from lon 
centuries of common and English law, added to by almost two 
centuries of American legal experience? 5 
Before the established civil and criminal courts of the land 
the citizen has the right to know the full charges against him, 
to face his accusers, to have the aid of an attorney. But in th 
so-called security and loyalty cases pursued and publicized by 
“investigating committees” of non-judicial origin, the accuse 
does not know the charges before his appearance (and may neve 
know them in detail), seldom faces his accusers; may not hav 
a lawyer to speak for him; while new and vague charges may b 
added as the case progresses, and there can be no cross-exami 
tion of unnamed accusers. Even in the most serious crin 
case, a lawyer will be assigned to counsel the defendant; in 
loyalty case, because of adverse public opinion, most lawyer 
fear for their reputations if so assigned. 
In court procedure, evidence must be direct, and hear. 
and surmise and inference barred; but in loyalty investiga 
“patterns of suspicious behavior” are drawn from inferences 
coincidences alone; and there is a presumption of the defend 
guilt (by committee, press, and public) unless he can prov 
full innocence. ae 
When, in established courts, a lawyer shouts insulting re 
at a defendant or witness, the judge restrains him; w! ; 


higher court: in sub-congressional hearings, such 
duct is common—and there is no appeal. 
In court, a defendant’s counsel may objec 
question as “irrelevant or immaterial” and as. : 

case: but in this new American quasi-legal 
nothing in a person’s past, in his words, in 
his chance acquaintanceships that may 
‘him; 


immaterial. “4 
Perhaps we need to chec 


